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i't. *3, i\red* x«ick, m&. 21701 

l/12/ey 



Dear Boa, 



Aa I told you Thursday, the Aard sad r«ul fils of varuouo record® 
of the Com \seion court reporting, including coV9i*a£ loiters from tao loe«*i 
U* * D Attorneys, ic missing &ow& items* 

I a th* cuss of How Orlo&ae, this allows t declnating conjecture©. 
f Vb-Mt» la lacking thara Ij a lstsor traztsmi sting fche tj&macripta of testimony of 
Cterloo Brlatyilar, Phllpi Q*rcce III and Vo nee Blalock. and It i-o ia this 
testimony, ell adduced by Bringuiar, t'aut X avw qiaooverea substantive oit.np* 

in otb?r casas, the 3$>vna to b?< no isolation of testimony by subject. 
Shat i- tfced 300 ms to fc** what i* avuiloblu «md cum be, 

r ne possible exes; ti on iz in the covert na loiter of Barefoot 
Sc*ndere of ^areh 30, which is. on eight Dalles Tfcrkland-medicai witnesses. 

l^any, if aot 11 Uni 1 om not iakin. . ths ti&e to check) the 
Orlasas iron, script a of the ^pril 7 c*M 8 depositions are identified in 
tno printed voraions os having b© - a taken loth days. 
ffrom the other available records, this error was unnecessary, 

lAXj£££M&Ia^ In the list of "Deposition** pf* (also incomplete, numbering 

but 169 nnd ending August 84) the depositions r n> so indicated, us kuviJ*£ be en 
taken both deys. I am not now taking the time to cheek, but 1 find myaelf won- 
dering if tho ©2 of *hick this is true were all LieWler’s# Of course, sny 
proper transcripts cm? the original notes permit uo ouch confusion, which mskse 
me wonder sg^in about the; confiscation snd destruction of tee notes. 

If it is not a simple error tkst accounts for the absence of e letter 
of transmittal, then there nsay be si^lficonce in its absence » nd in tu© strange 
bracketing of these three depositions. Whether or not then? ia error, if it ia 
those three alone, X hsli^ve there is & significance I would like to dstemine. 

My personal invsatig^tioru? incre«ain&Ly focus attention or; this testimony, its 
deficiencies, omissions, known perjury sad alteration by Liahaler to protect 
the known perjury, which wqj Bringuier’s* 

In this file there is a hsndi.rittea note, apparently by Wayne Birdsell, 
on his memoxpaper, anyway, reading, President’s Ooimilsaioa July 9 Does not 
carry # a Vel# No# It was a mooting of members of the staff Tug© numbers 
to be left ae they are* Next meeting will follow this day — will be Vol. 50", 

Tide fascinates mo. v-hat were the members of tha st^ff doing having 
a private meeting th? t required the proaaacux of a court r, p rter? No such trans- 
cript waa printed, of course# Now if wo examine the bookkeeping records, we find 
thet on the appropriate sheet ( they are not numbered, but they are in sequene, 
and this on> carries tbe numbor 43-1400, with the po sibility there is something 
before 43, this copy h^vin^ not boon carried to the loft-h nd edge) there are two 
TO? SECRET jobs liked through !^nd indicated e a "no p ges’ f hr, ring been supplied. 

The first, V 0 1 57, ia > Ion© in that volume oc " Co^&f 1 rather than ?t Deposition^ , 

Ten copies had originally been i Heated. The first following listing is not 

Il'Tu^ ^ f'ft-U ' **> -y fL^ hUJ^ Hi'-fjU-fi fo 7 f /o f Kih Ov< 



take was of ^uly 9, exactly the date of this note# It was packed by E& and 
shipped via <?B, indicating, I t»4fck, that vayne mods the delivery# This is 
covered by Beceipt Ho# 15414 (*n d the previous entry, of n H 0 pageo% by 3fa« 3388# 
Similarly, Vol. 59, 3 arce bookkeeping sheet, next to bottom entry, 
also ’’Com”, then lined through and “No .^6^as ,, indicated. Is covered oy Receipt 
ISo. 3512# Vihllc eiost of tho items in ti^anentryicbf^ are not, filled in, it doefl 
Indicate et shipment 8/2S,eir copies, Shipped By H BK, Beceipt No# 3535# 

You know what X have discovered la th-u other I l eg©B :t items# 

I f-ould appreciate it if these could chocked out# 'fhi* olso beam on whet 
I askod of you Thursday, *. copy of ov*ry rooeirt# t would not raggaet inquiry 
of Jssse, ^yne or others far their recollection??, nt least nob at this point# 

Per hens it ••* not a warren ted suspicion to vfoncWr whot wsn happening 
at the urooereode, but 1 th the dirty ~ork elrtefy fc .own to a re tekea place, it 
is alao unwise to oasu%* there vm but 9 single case* 

1 would lik* to know sthst members of the staff, for example, i f here 
ia a extant record# Cj* wfcetvher other* than staff m^mb^rs alas seru present, 
whether or not witnesses* 

Exce. t for ■,$©, everybody gets paid in Borne way# Therefore, the billings 
should indlcete mu a thing., at. least the costprcioiee worked out to 00 apensete the 
company ear th# reporter# # !o , you know wh#t X found in one ceee# 

If you made copies for yours elf, pleas.* check to se* if you hevo «ny 
duplicates# 1 as-fc this b&e$ufc* X have two, find these could be for a second, set# 

1 h*ve ragxe^ated, if you need. 

titU further ref<*r*nc* to 7/0, 1 nota what I c^a ot explain# Here there 
ia reference to Vol. No# 58, possibly. How this end 50 arc &SW Orloehs Volumes, 
as the tabulations $ho? m la fact, 52 through £0 ere#(Xn this ar^s, begins int; with 
4.1, only 6 sro not# 2*7 is $UQ#, 78— ok, 100,115,135 too#) 3c, *<€> have what 

ttlao would appear to be a chronological con filet, vith 7ol# ho # 58 l cr 57) 
having untyped eo-rfcoAt f^ted ?/#, *h* ?*»■:• r* everything else in that aequeneo is 
April 7-8# 

I do believe this is worth following carefully# hope you can find tha 
tine, and that you can moke roe t«?o copie-j of everything so 1 c an uiora safely 
take one to H*0. with mo# 1 msy c;lso went to visit tha I 1 nano u Co#, cad if I do 
I think it should be wide to hsve everything re lariat -.vita me# 

Shots vor these people do sad do not do, can sad cannot, thsy can count# 
tifard swd Psul can .aid does kmv straight records, at least in "he uorca^l course 
of events# 
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